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THE REPLY FILED 05 July 2006 FAILS TO PLACE THIS APPLICATION IN CONDITION FOR ALLOWANCE. 
1 M The reolv was filed after a final rejection, but prior to or on the same day as filing a Notice of Appeal. To avoid abandonment of 
' Ss SSSn appltont must timely file one of the following replies: (1) an amendment affidavit or other evidence which 

Saces thfappl cation in condition for allowance; (2) a Notice of Appeal (with appeal fee) .n comphance with 37 CFR 41.31 or 3) 
a Request for Continued Examination (RCE) in compliance with 37 CFR 1.114. The reply must be filed within one of the following 



In 



time periods: 

a) M The period for reply expires 3_months from the mailing date of the final rejection. 

b B The period for reply expires on: (1 ) the mailing date of this Advisory Action, or (2) the date set forth in the final rejecfon. whichever .s later. 

no evln" ho^ve will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of the final rejecton. 

Ller N^Tf box 1 ^Checked check either box (a) or (b). ONLY CHECK BOX (b, WHEN THE FIRST REPLY WAS FILED WITHIN 

TWO MONTHS OF THE FINAL REJECTION. See MPEP 706.07(f). . 

i vvu iviuin no " . . h th petition under 37 CFR 1.136(a) and the appropriate extension fee 

set forth in (bl by the Office later than three months after the mailing date of the final re.ection, even ,f t,mely filed, 

may reduce any earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1 .704(b). 

f^lThe^ficTof^ppeal was filed on . A brief in compliance with 37 CFR 41 .37 must be filed within two months of the date of 
' D Sg "he NotictXjS (37 CFR4lT7(a)). or any extension thereof (37 CFR 41 .37(e)) tf*^<*™* of the ^ S,nCe 

a Notice of Appeal has been filed, any reply must be filed within the time period set forth .n 37 CFR 41 .37(a). 
AMENDMENTS 



3 □ The proposed amendment(s) filed after a final rejection, but prior to the date of filing a brief, will not be entered because 

(a) □ They raise new issues that would require further consideration and/or search (see NOTE below); 

(b) r~lThev raise the issue of new matter (see NOTE below); - 

(c) □ They are not deemed to place the application in better form for appeal by materially reducing or s.mpl.fy.ng the .ssues for 

(d) D They present°additional claims without canceling a corresponding number of finally rejected claims. 
NOTE: . (See 37 CFR 1.116 and 41.33(a)). 

4. □ The amendments are not in compliance with 37 CFR 1 .121 . See attached Notice of Non-Compliant Amendment (PTOL-324). 
5 □ Applicant's reply has overcome the following rejection(s): . 

a □ Newly proposed or amended claim(s) would be allowable if submitted in a separate, timely filed amendment canceling the 

7 □ ^Zsesol appeal, the proposed amendment(s): a) □ will not be entered, or b) □ will be entered and an explanation of 

how the new or amended claims would be rejected is provided below or appended. 

The status of the claim(s) is (or will be) as follows: 

Claim(s) allowed: 11-13 . 

Claim(s) objected to: . 

Claim(s) rejected: 1-4.6-10.17.2 1.23 and 25-27. 

Claim(s) withdrawn from consideration: 14-16.19.20.22 and 24. 
AFFIDAVIT OR OTHER EVIDENCE 



8 n The affidavit or other evidence filed after a final action, but before or on the date of filing a Notice of Appeal will n^t be entered 

JeLusfa^pLnt faifed to provide a showing of good and sufficient reasons why the affidavit or other evidence .s necessary and 
was not earlier presented. See 37 CFR 1 .1 16(e). 

9 □ The affidavit or other evidence filed after the date of filing a Notice of Appeal, but prior to the date of filing a brie f willj ^t be 
° ISfereS Tbecaus^ ¥e affidavit or other evidence failed to overcome ajl rejections under appeal «dfaj to P rov,de a 

showing a good and sufficient reasons why it is necessary and was not earlier presented. See 37 CFR 41 -33(d)(1). 

10. □ The affidavit or other evidence is entered. An explanation of the status of the claims after entry is below or attached. 
REQUEST FOR RECONSIDF RATION/OTHER 

11. H The request for reconsideration has been considered but does NOT place the application .n condition for allowance because. 

See Continuation Sheet. 

12. □ Note the attached Information Disclosure Statement(s). (PTO/SB/08 or PTO-1449) Paper No(s). 

13. □ Other: . 

Kevin P. Kerns l/njc& 
Primary Examiner 
Art Unit: 1725 
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Continuation of 1 1 does NOT place the application in condition for allowance because: the applicants response after final, which was 
iSKdb^USnSon July 5, 2006, remains unpersuasive in view of sections 3, 6, and 9 of the final rejection mailed April 21 , 2006. 
Srth regard to the applicants' remarks on pages 2 and 3 of the response, the examiner continues to res P ectfu ^ . „ 

Scants' assertion i of patentability of the limitation "approximately at room temperature", due to the optional heating and/or heating of a 
smalMocXild area on the elements to be bonded (see Dautartas et al.; and sections 3 and 9 of the final rejection). Under hese 
SSkS^SiS JiSl localized heating), at least the adjacent regions in the method are necessarily at "approximately room 
temDerature" As a result, independent claims 1 and 17 (and claims dependent therefrom) remain rejected by Dautartas et al. under 35 
USC 1 02(S ' It is noted that the applicants have not provided any further arguments for independent claim 4 such that^ 9* >-V«m* 
provided n section 9 of the final rejection continue to apply. Regarding the Ainslie et al. reference, the combination wj^ Dautertes et al. 
under 35 USC 103(a) is proper in rejecting claims 21 and 23, as UV light has advantages of applying an appropnate amount of heat 
energy to bond the e ements (see sections 6 and 9 of the final rejection). The applicants' remarks in the last two paragraphs of page 3 of 
ttie 'remark ^enerel attack the references individually, without considering the advantages of UV light in the related bonding methods. It 
te noted ZtdaimTi 11-13 remain allowed, but with all remaining claims being rejected or withdrawn from cons.derat.on (see section 1 of 
the final rejection regarding appropriate action to be taken regarding the withdrawn, non-elected claims). 
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PRIMARY EXAMINER 
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